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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1. 1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 3/20/06 has been entered. 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-2, 9-10, 15-16, 18-21, 23-36 as filed on 
3/20/06 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-2, 9-10, 26-27, and 29-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Martin et al., (hereinafter referred to as "Martin") in view of Polit et al, 
(hereinafter referred to as "Polit") 

Martin a method of processing video data to detect field characteristics of the data 
(Martin: figures 2-3), said data having a plurality of fields, comprising: calculating a first 
difference value as a difference between pixels of a first field and pixels of a second field 
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(Martin: column 2, lines 24-36); calculating a second difference value between the pixels of said 
first field and the pixels of a third field (Martin: column 2, lines 1 1-23); calculating a ratio 
(Martin: column 3, lines 33-35); comparing said ratio with a threshold (Martin: column 3, lines 
36-40); determining whether said first field is an interlaced field or a progressive field (i.e. non- 
interlaced) with respect to third field based on said steps of calculating (Martin: column 3, lines 
50-67; column 4, lines 1-40), as in claims 1-2. However, Martin fails to disclose that the first 
difference value is generated from a first field that is successive to said second field, that the 
second difference value is generated from a third field that is successive to said first field, and 
that the ratio is calculated between said first and second difference values, as in the claims. Polit 
discloses generating a first difference value from a first field that is successive to said second 
field (Polit: column 3, lines 55-67; column 4, lines 1-20: DIFFi_ 2 "where frame 2 is the first 
field"), generating a second difference value from a third field that is successive to said first field 
(Polit: column 3, lines 55-67; column 4, lines 1-20: DIFF 2 . 3 "where frame 2 is the first field"), 
and that the ratio is calculated between said first and second difference values (Polit: column 5, 
lines 1-15) in order to get a more accurate measurement of characteristics in a video sequence 
(Polit: column 5, lines 15-30: "fading factor"). Accordingly, given this teaching it would have 
been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the Polit teaching into the Martin 
method by having Martin generate first and second difference values as shown by Polit into the 
Martin method, and use the generated ratio be used by the determining step of Martin since that 
generated ratio would provide a more accurate measurement of characteristics in a video 
sequence. The Martin method, now incorporating the first and second difference values as shown 
by Polit, has all of the features of claims 1-2. 



Application/Control Number: 09/9 14,171 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2621 

Martin discloses an apparatus of processing video data to detect field characteristics of 
the data, said data having a plurality of fields (Martin: figure 1), comprising: a difference value 
calculating means for calculating a first difference value as a difference between pixels of a first 
field and pixels of a second field (Martin: column 2, lines 24-36), and calculating a second 
difference value between the pixels of said first field and the pixels of a third field (Martin: 
column 2, lines 1 1-23); dividing means for calculating a ratio (Martin: column 3, lines 33-35) 
and a comparator means for comparing said ratio with a threshold (Martin: column 3, lines 36- 
40) and determining whether said first field is an interlaced field or a progressive field (i.e. non- 
interlaced) with respect to said comparison (Martin: column 3, lines 50-67; column 4, lines 1- 
40), as in claims 9-10. However, Martin fails to disclose that the first difference value is 
generated from a first field that is successive to said second field, that the second difference 
value is generated from a third field that is successive to said first field, and that the ratio is 
calculated between said first and second difference values, as in the claims. Polit discloses 
generating a first difference value from a first field that is successive to said second field (Polit: 
column 3, lines 55-67; column 4, lines 1-20: DIFFi. 2 "where frame 2 is the first field"), 
generating a second difference value from a third field that is successive to said first field (Polit: 
column 3, lines 55-67; column 4, lines 1-20: DIFF2-3 "where frame 2 is the first field"), and that 
the ratio is calculated between said first and second difference values (Polit: column 5, lines 1- 
15) in order to get a more accurate measurement of characteristics in a video sequence (Polit: 
column 5, lines 15-30: "fading factor"). Accordingly, given this teaching it would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the Polit teaching into the Martin 
apparatus by having Martin generate first and second difference values as shown by Polit into the 
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Martin apparatus, and use the generated ratio be used by the determining step of Martin since 
that generated ratio would provide a more accurate measurement of characteristics in a video 
sequence. The Martin apparatus, now incorporating the first and second difference values as 
shown by Polit, has all of the features of claims 9-10. 

Regarding claim 26, the Martin method, now incorporating the first and second 
difference values as shown by Polit, teaches verifying whether a scene change has occurred 
(Polit: column 3, lines 3-40), as in the claim. 

Martin a method of processing video data to detect field characteristics of the data 
(Martin: figures 2-3), said data having a plurality of fields, comprising: calculating a first 
difference value as a difference between pixels of a first field and pixels of a second field 
(Martin: column 2, lines 24-36); calculating a second difference value between the pixels of said 
first field and the pixels of a third field (Martin: column 2, lines 1 1-23); calculating a ratio 
(Martin: column 3, lines 33-35); comparing said ratio with a threshold (Martin: column 3, lines 
36-40); determining whether said first field is an interlaced field or a progressive field (i.e. non- 
interlaced) with respect to third field based on said steps of calculating (Martin: column 3, lines 
50-67; column 4, lines 1-40), as in claim 27. However, Martin fails to disclose that the first 
difference value is generated from a first field that is successive to said second field, that the 
second difference value is generated from a third field that is successive to said first field, and 
that the ratio is calculated between said first and second difference values, teaches verifying 
whether a scene change has occurred, as in the claims. Polit discloses generating a first 
difference value from a first field that is successive to said second field (Polit: column 3, lines 
55-67; column 4, lines 1-20: DIFFi. 2 "where frame 2 is the first field"), generating a second 
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difference value from a third field that is successive to said first field (Polit: column 3, lines 55- 
67; column 4, lines 1-20: DIFF2-3 "where frame 2 is the first field"), and that the ratio is 
calculated between said first and second difference values (Polit: column 5, lines 1-15), and 
verifying whether a scene change has occurred (Polit: column 3, lines 3-40) in order to get a 
more accurate measurement of characteristics in a video sequence (Polit: column 5, lines 15-30: 
"fading factor"). Accordingly, given this teaching it would have been obvious for one of ordinary 
skill in the art to incorporate the Polit teaching into the Martin method by having Martin generate 
first and second difference values as shown by Polit into the Martin method, and use the 
generated ratio be used by the determining step of Martin since that generated ratio would 
provide a more accurate measurement of characteristics in a video sequence. The Martin method, 
now incorporating the first and second difference values as shown by Polit, has all of the features 
of claim 27. 

Regarding claims 29-30, the Martin method, now incorporating the first and second 
difference values as shown by Polit, teaches of the groupings as described in claims 29 and 30 
(Martin: column 4, lines 5-66), as in the claims. 

5. Claims 15-16, 18-21, 23-25, 28, 31-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Martin et al., (hereinafter referred to as "Martin") in view of Polit et al., 
(hereinafter referred to as "Polit"), and further in view of Roeder et al., (hereinafter referred to as 
"Roeder"). 

Martin discloses an apparatus of processing video data to detect field characteristics of 
the data, said data having a plurality of fields (Martin: figure 1), comprising: a difference value 
calculating means for calculating a first difference value as a difference between pixels of a first 
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field and pixels of a second field (Martin: column 2, lines 24-36), and calculating a second 
difference value between the pixels of said first field and the pixels of a third field (Martin: 
column 2, lines 1 1-23); dividing means for calculating a ratio (Martin: column 3, lines 33-35) 
and a comparator means for comparing said ratio with a threshold (Martin: column 3, lines 36- 
40) and determining whether said first field is an interlaced field or a progressive field (i.e. non- 
interlaced) with respect to said comparison (Martin: column 3, lines 50-67; column 4, lines 1- 
40), as in claim 15. However, Martin fails to disclose that the first difference value is generated 
from a first field that is successive to said second field, that the second difference value is 
generated from a third field that is successive to said first field, that the ratio is calculated 
between said first and second difference values, a first subtractor receiving a pixel of said first 
field and a first pixel of said second field, a second subtractor that receives a first pixel of first 
field and a second pixel of a second field and calculates the difference; and a comparator selects 
the smaller of the pixel differences and accumulates them, as in claim 15. Polit discloses 
generating a first difference value from a first field that is successive to said second field (Polit: 
column 3, lines 55-67; column 4, lines 1-20: DIFF1.2 "where frame 2 is the first field"), 
generating a second difference value from a third field that is successive to said first field (Polit: 
column 3, lines 55-67; column 4, lines 1-20: DIFF2-3 "where frame 2 is the first field"), and that 
the ratio is calculated between said first and second difference values (Polit: column 5, lines 1- 
15) in order to get a more accurate measurement of characteristics in a video sequence (Polit: 
column 5, lines 15-30: "fading factor"). Accordingly, given this teaching it would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the Polit teaching into the Martin 
apparatus by having Martin generate first and second difference values as shown by Polit into the 
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Martin apparatus, and use the generated ratio be used by the determining step of Martin since 
that generated ratio would provide a more accurate measurement of characteristics in a video 
sequence. The Martin apparatus, now incorporating the first and second difference values as 
shown by Polit, has a majority of the features of claim 15. However, the Martin-Polit apparatus 
does not specifically teach of a first subtracter receiving a pixel of said first field and a first pixel 
of said second field, a second subtracter that receives a first pixel of first field and a second pixel 
of a second field and calculates the difference; and a comparator selects the smaller of the pixel 
differences and accumulates them However, Roeder does (Roeder: figures 1A-1D; column 4, 
lines 20- 68; column 5, lines 1-8; column 2, Lines 46-56). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to compare the first pixel of the first field 
with the rest of the pixels of a second field in order to more accurately find the pixels with the 
most motion, which would allow for more accurate compression and display. The Martin 
apparatus, now incorporating the first and second difference values as shown by Polit and the 
Roeder first and second subtracters and comparator, has all of the features of claim 15. 

As for claim 16, the Martin apparatus, now incorporating the first and second difference 
values as shown by Polit and the Roeder first and second subtracters and comparator, addresses 
most of the limitations of the claim have been discussed in the above rejection of claim 15, but 
does not specifically teach of setting to zero pixel differences that are less than a threshold. 
However, it is considered obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
that noise must be accounted for and therefore zeroing the difference where noise is detected so 
that false values are not used in the compression system, Official Notice. Also a general teaching 
can be found in the reference (Roeder: column 1 , lines 52-58), as in the claim. 
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Martin discloses an apparatus of processing video data to detect field characteristics of 
the data, said data having a plurality of fields (Martin: figure 1), comprising: a difference value 
calculating means for calculating a first difference value as a difference between pixels of a first 
field and pixels of a second field (Martin: column 2, lines 24-36), and calculating a second 
difference value between the pixels of said first field and the pixels of a third field (Martin: 
column 2, lines 1 1-23); dividing means for calculating a ratio (Martin: column 3, lines 33-35) 
and a comparator means for comparing said ratio with a threshold (Martin: column 3, lines 36- 
40) and determining whether said first field is an interlaced field or a progressive field (i.e. non- 
interlaced) with respect to said comparison (Martin: column 3, lines 50-67; column 4, lines 1- 
40), a first and second memory (Martin: figure 1), as in claims 18-20. However, Martin fails to 
disclose that the first difference value is generated from a first field that is successive to said 
second field, that the second difference value is generated from a third field that is successive to 
said first field, that the ratio is calculated between said first and second difference values, and a 
moving pixel counter, as in claim 18. Polit discloses generating a first difference value from a 
first field that is successive to said second field (Polit: column 3, lines 55-67; column 4, lines 1- 
20: DIFF1.2 "where frame 2 is the first field"), generating a second difference value from a third 
field that is successive to said first field (Polit: column 3, lines 55-67; column 4, lines 1-20: 
DIFF2-3 "where frame 2 is the first field"), and that the ratio is calculated between said first and 
second difference values (Polit: column 5, lines 1-15) in order to get a more accurate 
measurement of characteristics in a video sequence (Polit: column 5, lines 15-30: "fading 
factor"). Accordingly, given this teaching it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to incorporate the Polit teaching into the Martin apparatus by having Martin generate first 
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and second difference values as shown by Polit into the Martin apparatus, and use the generated 
ratio be used by the determining step of Martin since that generated ratio would provide a more 
accurate measurement of characteristics in a video sequence. The Martin apparatus, now 
incorporating the first and second difference values as shown by Polit, has a majority of the 
features of claims 18-20. However, the Martin-Polit apparatus does not specifically teach of does 
not specifically teach of a moving pixel counter. However, Roeder does (Roeder: figure 4 as 
combined with figure 8 will be the equivalent of the moving pixel counter; column 6, lines 53- 
68; column 7, lines 1-51). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine Roeder's motion detector within Martin's interlaced field 
detector of the Martin-Polit apparatus in order to have the most accurate results since Roeder's 
motion detector will detect all motion occurrences. The Martin apparatus, now incorporating the 
first and second difference values as shown by Polit and the Roeder motion detector, has all of 
the features of claims 18-20. 

Regarding claim 21, the Martin apparatus, now incorporating the first and second 
difference values as shown by Polit and the Roeder motion detector, teaches of the step of 
determining whether or not there has been a scene change between said first and third fields, at 
least in part based on said output of said accumulator means (Martin: column 4, Lines 41-57), as 
in the claim 

Martin a method of processing video data to detect field characteristics of the data 
(Martin: figures 2-3), said data having a plurality of fields, comprising: calculating a first 
difference value as a difference between pixels of a first field and pixels of a second field 
(Martin: column 2, lines 24-36); calculating a second difference value between the pixels of said 
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first field and the pixels of a third field (Martin: column 2, lines 1 1-23); calculating a ratio 
(Martin: column 3, lines 33-35); comparing said ratio with a threshold (Martin: column 3, lines 
36-40); determining whether said first field is an interlaced field or a progressive field (i.e. non- 
interlaced) with respect to third field based on said steps of calculating (Martin: column 3, lines 
50-67; column 4, lines 1-40), as in claim 23. However, Martin fails to disclose that the first 
difference value is generated from a first field that is successive to said second field, that the 
second difference value is generated from a third field that is successive to said first field, and 
that the ratio is calculated between said first and second difference values, calculating pixel 
differences between the pixel of the first field and two pixels of the second field, selecting a 
smaller difference between said pixel differences, accumulating said smaller pixel difference, as 
in claim 23. Polit discloses generating a first difference value from a first field that is successive 
to said second field (Polit: column 3, lines 55-67; column 4, lines 1-20: DIFF1-2 "where frame 2 
is the first field"), generating a second difference value from a third field that is successive to 
said first field (Polit: column 3, lines 55-67; column 4, lines 1-20: DIFF2-3 "where frame 2 is the 
first field"), and that the ratio is calculated between said first and second difference values (Polit: 
column 5, lines 1-15) in order to get a more accurate measurement of characteristics in a video 
sequence (Polit: column 5, lines 15-30: "fading factor"). However, the Martin-Polit apparatus 
does not specifically teach of calculating pixel differences between the pixel of the first field and 
two pixels of the second field, selecting a smaller difference between said pixel differences, and 
accumulating said smaller pixel difference. However, Roeder does (Roeder: figures 1A-1D; 
column 4, lines 20- 68; column 5, lines 1-8; column 2, Lines 46-56). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to compare the first pixel of the first 
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field with the rest of the pixels of a second field in order to more accurately find the pixels with 
the most motion, which would allow for more accurate compression and display. The Martin 
method, now incorporating the first and second difference values as shown by Polit and the 
Roeder calculating, selecting, and accumulating steps, has all of the features of claim 23. 

As for claim 24, the Martin method, now incorporating the first and second difference 
values as shown by Polit and the Roeder calculating, selecting, and accumulating steps, has 
addresses most of the limitations of the claim have been discussed in the above rejection of claim 
23, but does not specifically teach of setting to zero pixel differences that are less than a 
threshold. However, it is considered obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention that noise must be accounted for and therefore zeroing the difference where noise is 
detected so that false values are not used in the compression system, Official Notice. Also a 
general teaching can be found in the reference (Roeder: column 1 , lines 52-58), as in the claim. 

Martin a method of processing video data to detect field characteristics of the data 
(Martin: figures 2-3), said data having a plurality of fields, comprising: calculating a first 
difference value as a difference between pixels of a first field and pixels of a second field 
(Martin: column 2, lines 24-36); calculating a second difference value between the pixels of said 
first field and the pixels of a third field (Martin: column 2, lines 1 1-23); calculating a ratio 
(Martin: column 3, lines 33-35); comparing said ratio with a threshold (Martin: column 3, lines 
36-40); determining whether said first field is an interlaced field or a progressive field (i.e. non- 
interlaced) with respect to third field based on said steps of calculating (Martin: column 3, lines 
50-67; column 4, lines 1-40), as in claim 25. However, Martin fails to disclose that the first 
difference value is generated from a first field that is successive to said second field, that the 
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second difference value is generated from a third field that is successive to said first field, and 
that the ratio is calculated between said first and second difference values, calculating the 
number of moving pixels between said second and third fields wherein the determining step 
includes determining that said first field is an interlaced field if said number is lower than a 
moving pixel threshold and that said first and third fields are progressive if said number is not 
lower that the moving pixel threshold, as in claim 25. Polit discloses generating a first difference 
value from a first field that is successive to said second field (Polit: column 3, lines 55-67; 
column 4, lines 1-20: DIFFi. 2 "where frame 2 is the first field"), generating a second difference 
value from a third field that is successive to said first field (Polit: column 3, lines 55-67; column 
4, lines 1-20: DIFF2-3 "where frame 2 is the first field"), and that the ratio is calculated between 
said first and second difference values (Polit: column 5, lines 1-15) in order to get a more 
accurate measurement of characteristics in a video sequence (Polit: column 5, lines 15-30: 
"fading factor"). However, the Martin-Polit apparatus does not specifically teach of calculating 
the number of moving pixels between said second and third fields wherein the determining step 
includes determining that said first field is an interlaced field if said number is lower than a 
moving pixel threshold and that said first and third fields are progressive if said number is not 
lower that the moving pixel threshold. However, Roeder does (Roeder: figures 1A-1D; column 4, 
lines 20- 68; column 5, lines 1-8; column 2, Lines 46-56). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to calculate the number of moving pixels 
between said second and third fields wherein a determining step includes determining that said 
first field is an interlaced field if said number is lower than a moving pixel threshold and that 
said first and third fields are progressive if said number is not lower that the moving pixel 
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threshold, which would allow for more accurate compression and display. The Martin method, 
now incorporating the first and second difference values as shown by Polit and the Roeder 
moving pixel counting step, has all of the features of claim 25. 

The Martin method, now incorporating the first and second difference values as shown by 
Polit, has a majority of the features of claim 28, but does not specifically teach detecting a 
moving region by calculating the number of moving pixels between said second and third fields 
wherein the determining step includes determining that said first field is an interlaced field if said 
number is lower than a moving pixel threshold and that said first and third fields are progressive 
if said number is not lower that the moving pixel threshold. However, Roeder does (Roeder: 
figures 1A-1D; column 4, lines 20- 68; column 5, lines 1-8; column 2, Lines 46-56). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to calculate the 
number of moving pixels between said second and third fields wherein a determining step 
includes determining that said first field is an interlaced field if said number is lower than a 
moving pixel threshold and that said first and third fields are progressive if said number is not 
lower that the moving pixel threshold, which would allow for more accurate compression and 
display. The Martin method, now incorporating the first and second difference values as shown 
by Polit and the Roeder moving pixel counting step, has all of the features of claim 28. 

Martin a method of processing video data to detect field characteristics of the data 
(Martin: figures 2-3), said data having a plurality of fields, comprising: calculating a first 
difference value as a difference between pixels of a first field and pixels of a second field 
(Martin: column 2, lines 24-36); calculating a second difference value between the pixels of said 
first field and the pixels of a third field (Martin: column 2, lines 1 1-23); calculating a ratio 
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(Martin: column 3, lines 33-35); comparing said ratio with a threshold (Martin: column 3, lines 
36-40); determining whether said first field is an interlaced field or a progressive field (i.e. non- 
interlaced) with respect to third field based on said steps of calculating (Martin: column 3, lines 
50-67; column 4, lines 1-40), as in claim 31. However, Martin fails to disclose that the first 
difference value is generated from a first field that is successive to said second field, that the 
second difference value is generated from a third field that is successive to said first field, and 
that the ratio is calculated between said first and second difference values, teaches verifying 
whether a scene change has occurred, as in the claims. Polit discloses generating a first 
difference value from a first field that is successive to said second field (Polit: column 3, lines 
55-67; column 4, lines 1-20: DIFFi_ 2 "where frame 2 is the first field"), generating a second 
difference value from a third field that is successive to said first field (Polit: column 3, lines 55- 
67; column 4, lines 1-20: DIFF2-3 "where frame 2 is the first field"), and that the ratio is 
calculated between said first and second difference values (Polit: column 5, lines 1-15), and 
verifying whether a scene change has occurred (Polit: column 3, lines 3-40) in order to get a 
more accurate measurement of characteristics in a video sequence (Polit: column 5, lines 15-30: 
"fading factor"). Accordingly, given this teaching it would have been obvious for one of ordinary 
skill in the art to incorporate the Polit teaching into the Martin method by having Martin generate 
first and second difference values as shown by Polit into the Martin method, and use the 
generated ratio be used by the determining step of Martin since that generated ratio would 
provide a more accurate measurement of characteristics in a video sequence. The Martin method, 
now incorporating the first and second difference values as shown by Polit, has a majority of the 
features of claim 3 1, but does not specifically teach detecting a moving region by calculating the 
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number of moving pixels between said second and third fields wherein the determining step 
includes determining that said first field is an interlaced field if said number is lower than a 
moving pixel threshold and that said first and third fields are progressive if said number is not 
lower that the moving pixel threshold. However, Roeder does (Roeder: figures 1A-1D; column 4, 
lines 20- 68; column 5, lines 1-8; column 2, Lines 46-56). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to calculate the number of moving pixels 
between said second and third fields wherein a determining step includes determining that said 
first field is an interlaced field if said number is lower than a moving pixel threshold and that 
said first and third fields are progressive if said number is not lower that the moving pixel 
threshold, which would allow for more accurate compression and display. The Martin method, 
now incorporating the first and second difference values as shown by Polit and the Roeder 
moving pixel counting step, has all of the features of claim 3 1 . 

Regarding claims 32-33, the Martin method, now incorporating the first and second 
difference values as shown by Polit and the Roeder moving pixel counting step, discloses 
calculating a ratio between the first and second difference value (Polit: column 5, line 1-10); and 
comparing the ratio to a threshold, wherein determining whether the first field is an interlaced 
field or a progressive field (Martin: column 3, lines 55-67; column 4, lines 1-20), as in the 
claims. 

Regarding claim 34, the Martin method, now incorporating the first and second 
difference values as shown by Polit and the Roeder moving pixel counting step, has calculating 
pixel differences between the pixel of the first field and two pixels of the second field, selecting a 
smaller difference between said pixel differences, and accumulating said smaller pixel difference 
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(Roeder: figures 1A-1D; column 4, lines 20- 68; column 5, lines 1-8; column 2, Lines 46-56), as 
in the claim. 

Regarding claims 35-36, the Martin method, now incorporating the first and second 
difference values as shown by Polit and the Roeder moving pixel counting step, has detecting a 
moving region by calculating the number of moving pixels between said second and third fields 
wherein the determining step includes determining that said first field is an interlaced field if said 
number is lower than a moving pixel threshold and that said first and third fields are progressive 
if said number is not lower that the moving pixel threshold (Roeder: figures 1 A-1D; column 4, 
lines 20- 68; column 5, lines 1-8; column 2, Lines 46-56), as in the claim. 



Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andy S. Rao whose telephone number is (571)-272-7337. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8 hours. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on (571)-272-7418. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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